4/22/89 


l<ir. Paul ii. Wrede (oiT Johu G.) V/rede 
11 W. 19 *^rd floor 

New York, W.Y. 10011 

Dear Wrode, lie; *John H, Davis/ Mfifia ICingfish 

Please excMrse tliis manner of addrossin^j you but you did not reply to my letter 
of aeveril months and JoJin Bavin uses both names in his letter to me of the 19Jfh, 
copies to John Mo. Proat and hr. Parley, Please also excuse my typing; but health 
problens keep it from beiiit; any better, 

i enclose a copy of i‘lr, Davis* handwritten letter to me of th«i 12th, I presume 
the only reason I heard anythin^: more from him is that you and/or Mr, Parley required 
it. Mr. DavdLs assured me on the 12th that '*we are making the changes you wish in future 
editions/* including foreign and NilL, His letter of the 19th does not reflect this 
4nd#aa I tt-dl your though a copy of my response^ is not acceptable and does not elini^te 
further def^imation and harm# 

If hr, Davis intends no harm or defamation and ii^ ho is not deliberately dis- 
honest I see no reason for him not to agree to eliminate the several passages that are 
simply not true. This means all reference to me at page 414 and p^^rhaps the next page, 
which -*• now do not have in front of me, and in the aciaiowlcidgments where the nonexisting 
**foriaal** interview appears, 

May I augii*j)st that you and mp. Parley got copies of ^ quite limited correspondence 
with tht} late *^ack Wasserman, read that mid tlien a.ik Savis what support he has for 
the language I*ve asked you to remove# It will become apparent that it is just fabricated# 
Not a part of it is true. Tlie onljr **foraglng** wai^done by Davis* employee here, 6vor 
about the amount of time he falsely attributed to **r, Vasserman# 

I am sorry i/ t)iis coincides in time v/ith NA-L* s reprint but after Mr, Davis did 
, not respond I first wrote Ms. Frost three and a l^lf months ago and none of you did 
anything. I am sure you underst;iid that I on not^tesponsible for it> continuing as a 
problem now# I hope ypujTwill make liAD aw^ire of my complaints ±d you do not, as I*vo 
asked, reioove what I find objectlonablu//land defamatory, (it is p^ticularly defamatory 
because of tlw position I*ve held in the field, as Mr, Davis should know,) 

I look forward to receiving from you, not Mr, D^itos, the assurance I*ve asked, that 
this language wilx be i^moved# There is no way of tinkering with falsehood to make truth 
of it anyway, as is apiiarent from Mr, Davis's proposed 4jhange tliat I reject. 

If you hiive any questions, £eel free to ask them. 

I also call to your and Mr, Parley's attention the fact that as of this moment I 
have not received copies of the short basseiman correspondence now missing from that file 
that I've asked lir. Davis to return# do not, of course, know he has not done this * 

but I do ciill to your at*cention that it doos^T not suJ)port tiie "solid evidence" interpre- 
tation o:i w^ch he bases wluit is not trutliful on page 414# 

For your convenience and to expedite I enclose copies firr Ms# Frost and Mr# Farley# 


Sincerely, 




Hai^ 


